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ARGUMENT 
POINT FOUR: OPC FAILED TO ADDRESS ISSUES RAISED BY 
APPELLANT 
The brief of Appellee fails to address any of the substantive issues raised by 
Appellant in his initial brief. Appellee has failed to address tflte issues raised by 
appellant at any time, either in the trial Court or in it's brief tol this Court. 
OPC fails to address point 3 of Appellant's brief wherd in Appellant addresses 
Utah Rule of Civil Procedure Rule 60(b)(4). Appellant would request this Court to 
review point three of Appellant's brief in responding to the context of Appellee's brief. 
In a futile effort the Appellee attempts to defend Appellant's Rule 60(b)(4) claim by 
raising caselaw and addressing arguments under an incorrect theory that Appellant 
brought his Rule 60(b)(4) motion under Rule 59 or under Rul^ 60(b) other than 
subparagraph (4). 
Appellee acquiesces the issues raised by Appellant in the trial court as well as on 
appeal -the issues raised by Appellant are valid and correct. Appellee has not challenged 
the correctness of any of Appellant's arguments. Appellant'^ arguments are correct and 
the order of the trial court should be reversed and the offensilve provisions of the order be 
stricken. See, generally, State ex rel E.R., 21 P. 3d 680 (Ut^h Ct. App. 2001) (when a 
party failed to adequately bring an issue on appeal, the courtiwill general not address it). 
l 
CONCLUSION 
The Appellee having failed to defend Appellant's jurisdictional claim, Point Three of the 
initial brief, the Appellant has waived it. Therefore, Appellant's claim is well-taken. The 
judgment of the District Court in Utah by rule must be limited to being equivalent to the order of 
the United States District Court. When the District Court in Utah exceeds the disciplinary 
sanctions as imposed by the United States District Court, it does so in excess of its jurisdiction 
and the judgment is void. Void judgments may be challenged at any time. Therefore, appellant 
requests that this Court reverse the judgment and order signed by Judge Quinn on February 5 , 
2010, as it pertained to his order of December 8th, 2009, as well order that the relief sought in 
appellant's motion to correct judgment for Lack of Jurisdiction be granted. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this /y> day of August, 2010. 
D. BRUCE OLIVER 
Appellant Pro Se 
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I, D. Bruce Oliver, hereby certify that on this 11th * day of August, 2010,1 served 
two copies of the foregoing REPLY BRIEF OF APPELLANT upon the counsel for the 
Appellee in this matter, by mailing it to the OPC by first class mail with sufficient 
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Adam C. Bevis #9889 
Billy L.Walker #3358 
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Utah State Bar 
645 South 200 East 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
& Dated this 1 (p., day of August, 201 
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D. BRUCE OLIVER 
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